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Court of Appeals of the District of Columbia 


No. 5069. 

A. W. Lafferty, Appellant, 
vs. 

Wilhelm Ernst Meyer, Rudolph Meyer, Marie Ottilie 

Ruckdeschel, et al. 


a Supreme Court of the District of Colombia. 

I 

Equity. No. 49141. j 

A. W. Lafferty, Plaintiff, j 

I 

v. 

Wilhelm Ernst Meyer, Rudolph Meyer, MAria Ottilie 
Ruckdeschel, Eugen Ruckdeschel, Maria Eisenlohr, Ellen 
Pettenkoffer, Gertrude Weissfiog, Leonine | Remy, and 
Freifrau von Puttkamer, Copartners, Trading under the 
Name of Ernst Fr. Weissflog, and Howard | Sutherland, 
as Alien Property Custodian, Defendants. 

. | 

United States of America, 

District of Columbia, ss: j 

Be it remembered that in the Supreme Court of the Dis¬ 

trict of Columbia, at the City of Washington, |in said Dis¬ 
trict, at the times hereinafter mentioned, tlie following 
papers were filed and proceedings had in tljie above-en¬ 
titled cause, to wit: 
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1 Bill . 

Filed December 5, 192S. 

In the Supreme Court of the District of Columbia, Holding 

an Equity Term. 

Equity. Xo. 49141. 


A. W. Lafferty, Plaintiff, 

v. 

Wilhelm Ernst Meyer, Rudolph Meyer, Maria Ottilie 
Kuckdeschel, Eugen Ruckdeschel, Maria Eisenlohr, Ellen 
Petteukoffer, Gertrude Weissfiog, Leonine Remy, and 
Freifrau von Puttkamer, Copartners, Trading under the 
Xame of Ernst Fr. Weissfiog, and Howard Sutherland, 
as Alien Property Custodian. Defendants. 


I. Plaintiff states that at all the times herein mentioned 
lie was and now is an attorney at law, duly admitted to 
practice as an attorney and counsellor at law in all the 
courts of the State of Xew York, and the Supreme Court of 
the Fiuted States, and that plaintiff was at all said times 

and now is actively engaged in the practice of law in 
2 the State of Xew York, and that his legal residence 
is 510 Park Avenue, Xew York City, Xew York. 

II. That at all the times herein mentioned Phelan Beale, 
Esquire, was an attorney at law, duly admitted to practice 
as such in all the courts of the State of Xew York, a mem¬ 
ber of the well known firm of Bouvier, Caffey & Beale, 165 
Broadway, Xew York City, and that during all said times 
herein mentioned said Phelan Beale was actively engaged 
in the practice of law in the State of Xew York, with his 
office address at 165 Broadway, Xew York City, New York. 

III. That at all times herein mentioned Paul C. Schnitz- 


ler, Esquire, was an attorney at law duly admitted to prac¬ 
tice in all the courts of the State of Xew York, was a for¬ 
mer resident of and a Judge of a court of record in Ger¬ 
many, and that during all the times herein mentioned said 
Paul C. Schnitzler was actively engaged in the practice of 
law in the State of Xew York, and that his office address is 
27 William Street. Xew York City, Xew York. 
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IV. That at all the times herein mentioned the defend¬ 
ants Wilhelm Ernst Meyer, Rudolph Meyer, Marie Ottilie 
Ruckdeschcl, Eugen Ruckdesehel, Maria Eisefilolir, Ellen 
Pottenkopfer, Gertrude Weissflog, Leonine Reniy and Frei- 
frau von Puttkamer, were residents of and domiciled in 
Germany, and were and are co-partners trading under the 
firm name of Ernst Fr. Weissflog, and that the address of 

said Wilhelm Ernst Meyer and Rudolpjh Meyer is 

3 care of Ernst Fr. “Weissflog, Gera Reusk, Germany, 
and that the address of Maria Ottilie Ruckdescliel, 

Maria Eisenlohr, Ellen Pottenkoffer, Gertrud^ Weissflog, 
Leonine Remy and Freifrau von Puttkamer is;care of Dr. 
Reinhart Geigel, Karlsplatz 5 1, Munich, Germany. 

V. That the defendant Howard Sutherland is Alien Prop¬ 
erty Custodian of the United States and is sued in his 
official capacity as such Alien Property Custodian, and that, 
his official address as such Alien Property (Custodian is 
Washington, District of Columbia. 

VI. That prior to the world war said co-partnership firm 
of Ernst Fr. Weissflog had cash and other assets in the 
United States of an aggregate value in excess of $3,000,- 
000.00, and that under the authority of the Tijading With 
the Enemy Act said cash and other assets wei4 seized and 
taken into the custody of the Alien Property} Custodian, 
subject to such disposition as Congress might! make after 
the end of the war. 

VII. That prior to the world war and until!the present 
time there existed in Berlin, Germany, a German-American 
Commercial Association, at 12-14 New Wilhelm Street, the 
German name of which is Deutsch Amerikaniischer Wirt- 
sehaftsverband, the purpose of which association was and 
is to protect and further the interests of its German mem¬ 
bers having business or interests in the United; States, and 
that at all times herein mentioned said co-partnership firm 

of Ernst Fr. Weissflog was a member of I said associ- 

4 ation, and that before the world war and immedi¬ 
ately following the said war said Phelan Beale was 

the American attorney for said association. 

VIII. That on October 18,1919, through the intermediary 

1 * 

of said Deutsch Amerikanischer Wirtschaftsvjerband said 
firm of Ernst Fr. Weissflog employed the aforesaid Phelan 
Beale jointly with the aforesaid Paul C. Sehnitzler to take 


I 
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all necessary steps to procure the release from custody of 
the aforesaid cash and assets of said co-partnership firm 
in the hands of the Alien Property Custodian in excess of 
$3,000,000.00 in value, and to take the initiative before the 
appropriate committees of Congress and United States Gov¬ 
ernment officials to bring about suitable laws, rules and 
regulations leading to such release, and that said copart¬ 
nership firm as a part of said negotiations forwarded to 
said Phelan Beale and Paul C. Schnitzler, through the in¬ 
termediary aforesaid, under date of October IS, 1919, writ¬ 
ten authority to act of said firm of Ernst Fr. Weissfiog in 
the behalf aforementioned, and did then and there agree to 
pay to said Phelan Beale and Paul C. Schnitzler a con¬ 
tingent fee of 1 7c upon all of said custodianized property 
that might subsequently be released, in consideration of 
the services of said Phelan Beale and Paul C. Schnitzler. 
Said written document last referred to, in photographic 
copy, is hereto attached and made a part of this complaint, 
together with an English translation, both being marked 
“Exhibit A.” 

IX. That said Phelan Beale and Paul C. Schnitzler ac¬ 
cepted said employment under the terms of said last 

5 mentioned written document and entered upon the 
work of protecting the property rights of said firm 
of Ernst Fr. Weissfiog pertaining to the aforesaid cus¬ 
todianized assets in the United States, and after the of¬ 
ficial end of the war in 1921 became active in urging ap¬ 
propriate legislation by Congress for the release of said 
custodianized property and carried on said work skillfully 
and energetically, devoting much lime thereto, and expend¬ 
ing large sums for printing, clerical help, and other dis¬ 
bursements in that behalf. 

X. That early in the year 1921 said Phelan Beale and 
Paul C. Schnitzler, in order to further aid said firm of 
Ernst Fr. Weissfiog in the recovery of said custodianized 
cash and other assets from the Alien Property Custodian 
entered into a written contract with this plaintiff, engaging 
the services of this plaintiff to act jointly with said Phelan 
Beale and Paul C. Schnitzler in the matter of procuring 
the passage of appropriate legislation for and the ultimate 
release by the Alien Property Custodian of said custodian¬ 
ized cash and other assets of said firm of Ernst Fr. Weiss- 
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flog, agreeing thereby that this plaintiff should have one 
third of the fee of 1% to be paid by said firm of Ernst Fr. 
Weissflog, and that thereafter this plaintiff tjook the lead 
and assumed the major burden of said work. 

XI. That by a letter written by this plaintiff on Novem¬ 
ber 25, 1921, to said firm of Ernst Fr. Weissflog said firm 
was duly advised of the matters and things! set forth in 

paragraph X hereof, and that by a lettjer dated De- 
6 cember 15, 1921, from said firm of Ernst Fr. Weiss¬ 
flog to this plaintiff in reply thereto said firm agreed 

and assented to the new contract wherebv as dforesaid this 

•> 

plaintiff had been employed jointly with said Phelan Beale 
and Paul C. Schnitzler as aforesaid. Said laist mentioned 
letter, in photographic copy with an English translation, 
is hereto annexed and marked “Exhibit B.” I 

XII. That thereafter, at the special instance and request 
of said firm of Ernst Fr. Weissflog, and under its agree¬ 
ment to pay for said services a contingent fee of 1% on the 
ultimate release of said money and property tp said Phelan 
Beale, Paul 0. Schnitzler and this plaintiff, the said Phelan 
Beale, Paul C. Schnitzler and this plaintiff! did perform 


services of great value for said firm of Ernst Fr. Weiss¬ 
flog, by the preparation and printing of many joint briefs 
which were duly presented to the various Committees of 
Congress having proposed release legislation in charge, 
and to the President of the United States axjd other Gov¬ 
ernment officials who would exert an influence ion the course 


of the United States in the matter of the release of said 
property, and that in these briefs said Phelap Beale, Paul 
C. Schnitzler and this plaintiff set forth exhaustively and 
at great length the decisions of the Supreme! Court of the 
United States, the writings of publicists and tjhe precedents 
of the United States in former wars, to show |that Congress 
ought to pass release legislation restoring t<f> said firm of 
Ernst Fr. Weissflog its custodianized money!and property 
aforesaid. 

7 XIII. That in the said performance of his said 


duties to said firm of Ernst Fr. Weissflog as afore¬ 
said this plaintiff appeared many times in pierson and ar¬ 
gued orally before the various committees of Congress, and 
the Alien Property Custodian, and other Government offi¬ 
cials having to do with such release legislation, and the 
making of recommendations with reference thereto, and that 
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said services of this plaintiff were of great value to said 
firm of Ernst Fr. Weissflog, and contributed materially, 
first, to the passage of the first partial release law of March 
4, 1923, known as the Winslow Law, and second, to the pas¬ 
sage of the second and general release law known as the 
Settlement of War Claims Act of 1928. 

XIV. That in the further performance of his duties to 
said firm of Ernst Fr. Weissflog as aforesaid this plaintiff 
conducted a long and expensive correspondence with said 
firm of Ernst Fr. Weissflog, at its special instance and re¬ 
quest, and kept said firm constantly advised as to progress 
and as to how to prepare and file the applications of its 
members with the Alien Property Custodian for the re¬ 
lease of its said money and property under the two release 
laws aforesaid, and that the disbursements of this plain¬ 
tiff for printing in that behalf, for cablegrams, postage, 
railroad fares to Washington, hotel bills, and other inci¬ 
dental expenses amounted to many thousands of dollars. 

XV. That said firm of Ernst Fr. Weissflog ap- 
8 proved and ratified the expenditure of said time and 
labor and disbursements by this plaintiff by repeated 
letters to this plaintiff, and by such repeated letters ex¬ 
pressly reiterated its promise to pay the fee of 1% on the 
ultimate release of its said money and other property by 
the Alien Property Custodian. That three of said letters 
from said firm of Ernst Fr. Weissflog to this plaintiff dated 
respectively April 11, 1922, August 17, 1922, and Septem¬ 
ber la, 1922, are hereto attached in photographic copy, with 
English translations attached thereto, and are respectively 
market! “Exhibit C”, “Exhibit 1)’’, and “Exhibit E”. 

XVI. That Certain claims were filed with the Alien Prop¬ 
erty Custodian soon after March 4, 1923, when the said 
Winslow Law was enacted, under the advice and instruc¬ 
tions of this plaintiff, by said firm of Ernst Fr. Weissflog, 
under which said firm and its members, defendants herein, 
have received many thousands of dollars, and that following 
the passage of the general release law aforesaid of March 
10, 1928, said firm of Ernst Fr. Weissflog and its members, 
defendants herein, have renewed said claims before the 
Alien Property Custodian and that under both of said re¬ 
lease laws and said applications said firm of Ernst Fr. 
W eissflog and its respective members, defendants herein, 
have now received in hand a sum of approximately $1,500,- 
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000.00, and is about to receive under said laws |and applica¬ 
tions additional sums in excess of $1,500,000.00 additional, 
making aggregate releases exceeding $$,000,000.00. 

9 XVII. That prior to the filing of this suit, for a 
good and valuable consideration to each of them 

from this plaintiff, the said Phelan Beale and Paul C. 
Schnitzler, each sold and assigned to this plaintiff all claims 
and rights of said Phelan Beale and Paul C. Schnitzler 
against said firm of Ernst Fr. Weissfiog and its members, 
defendants herein, including the right of said Phelan Beale 
and Paul. C. Schnitzler each to a one third of the fee of 1 % 
agreed as aforesaid by said firm of Ernst Fr. jWeissfiog to 
be paid for all the services aforesaid of said Phelan Beale, 
Paul C. Schnitzler and this plaintiff. 

XVIII. That no part of said contingent fe£ of 1% has 
ever been paid either to Phelan Beale, Paul C. Schnitzler or 
to this plaintiff, and that a sum exceeding $30,000.00 as said 
fee of 1% is now due and owing from said firmiof Ernst Fr. 
Weissfiog, and each of its members, defendants herein, to 
this plaintiff for the services faithfully performed as afore¬ 
said, and that said services were worth far mcjme than said 
approximate sum of upwards of $30,000.00. 

XIX. That prior to the filing of this suit <;his plaintiff 
made demand for settlement, or arrangements for settle¬ 
ment, of said fee of 1% so due this plaintiff, land that de¬ 
fendant Ernst Fr. Weissfiog, and its respective members, 
defendants herein have each refused and still muse to make 
such settlement, or arrange for such settlemejut, or to pay 
to this plaintiff anything whatsoever for his years of serv¬ 
ice aforesaid, and for his thousands of dollars of 

10 disbursements, or for the services of I said Phelan 
Beale and Paul C. Schnitzler, aforesaid. 

XX. That said firm of Ernst Fr. Weissfiog, and its re¬ 
spective members, defendants herein, are just about to re¬ 
ceive all the balance of their said custodianized property 
and money returnable to them under the two laws, and ap¬ 
plications pending before the Alien Property Custodian 
aforesaid, and that on such final release said money and 
property will be immediately taken out of the tJnited States 
by said Ernst Fr. Weissfiog, and its respective members, 
defendants herein, which would defeat this plaintiff in the 
recovery of said fee of 1% due this plaintiff for the services 
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aforesaid in aiding in the recovery of said money and 
property. 

XX- . That by reason of the premises this plaintiff hereby 
asserts an equitable lien upon the balance of the custodian- 
ized money and other property of said firm of Ernst Fr. 
Weissflog, and its respective members, defendants herein, 
remaining in the hands of the Alien Property Custodian 
to the amount of approximately $30,000.00, but in order that 
said firm of Ernst Fr. Weissflog may not be hampered or 
deiaved in the earlv release of all its remaining custodian- 
ized money and other assets above the approximate amount 
due this plaintiff, this plaintiff hereby waives his lien as 
to all such custoclianized money or other assets over and 
above the sum of $30,000.00. 

XXI- . That by reason of the premises this plaintiff is 
entitled to an accounting from said firm of Ernst Fr. 

11 Weissflog, and each of its members, defendants 
herein, so that it may be ascertained exactly how 
much money and other property has been released by the 
Alien Property Custodian to said firm of Ernst Fr. Weiss¬ 
flog, and its members, defendants herein, and the exact 
amount of fees now due this plaintiff by reason of the prem¬ 
ises as herein alleged and set forth and that this plaintiff 
may have a decree for the moneys so found to be due him 
upon such accounting. 

XXII- . That plaintiff is without full, complete and ade¬ 
quate redress at law. 


Prayer for Relief. 

Wherefore plaintiff prays the Court for the following- 
relief : 

First. That subpoenas issue for each of the defendants 
above named commanding them to appear and answer this 
complaint, as required by law and the rules of this Court. 

Second. That the Court will establish bv its decree that 
this plaintiff is entitled to a fee of 1% upon the value of all 
money and other property so far released by the Alien 
Property Custodian to said firm of Ernst Fr. Weissflog as 
recited in this complaint. 

Third. That this court will order an accounting between 
said firm of Ernst Fr. Weissflog, and each of its members, 
defendants herein, to establish the exact value of all monev 

7 V 







Berlin, 18. October 


r /(WW 



In Sachan dor Rechtsvertretung zur &el ten dxaa chung dor 
& t&ua d er Beschlagnahme, Einzlehung Oder dom Verkauf eeltena 
dee Allen Property Custodian in den Vercinigten Staaten von 

, * I . 

^ta jprlka zuatehonden Fordo run go- und Eigenturasrechte ertelle* 
m±r den Herron Rechtsamr&ltOn 

Paul. C. Schuitzler, 55 Hassau Street, Hew York /• und 
Phelan Deale i.Fa.Bouvier & Beale , 1 65 Broadway, Hew York* 
Kollekttv-Vollmacht, nach ihren beaten Ermeaaen lhnen gecignet 
er80beinendo BechtaanwHlte mit dor gerichtlichoD und aueaerge- 
richtlichen Vertretung wu ee e BP vorsteheuden Anspniche zu bo- 


trauen. 


Ftir die hloraxis entotebenden Eosten bewilligcm 


eine 


anteillge Gebtthpr von eiu Pi'ozant dec froigogebenen Wertbetra- 


aaaaai, 


ufull 

•-•••• •<- 4 - 
a 



/r. muipup 

.. W / */7 / 

k*JU*iiU4 fj. 

<, A* 

k^CptAtU. 


7r. 

*•.. j ‘ 

ItoUc+ ** Pybct jAh/. 









9 


A. W. LAFFERTY VS. W. ERNST MEYER ET( AL. 

I 

and other property released to said defendants as afore¬ 
said. 

12 Fourth. That pending such accounting and the 
final decree of this Court the Alien Property Cus¬ 
todian be required to retain money or other property of the 
value of $30,000.00, and that said Alien Property Custodian, 
defendant, be required to disclose if he now holds a balance 
due said firm of Ernst Fr. Weissflog, and its respective 
members, defendants herein, of as much as $30,000.00. 

Fifth. That the Court will establish by itjs decree that 
this plaintiff has a lien upon any such balance up to $30,- 
000.00 for the attorney fees herein sued for. j 

Sixth. That this Court will by appropriate order and 
decree subject such balance in the hands of thje Alien Prop¬ 
erty Custodian to the satisfaction and paymeint of such at¬ 
torney fees as shall be found to be due this plaintiff in this 
suit. | 

Seventh. That this Court will grant unto plaintiff such 
other, further or different relief as the facts j may show to 
be meet and proper in the premises. 

A. W. LAFF]3RTY, 

Plaintiff. 

RICHARD L. MERRICK, 

Attorney for Plaintiff. 

Verification. \ 

District of Columbia, 

City of Washington, ss: 

I 

A. W. Lafferty, being first duly sworn, | on his oath 
states: 

13 I am the plaintiff named in the foregoing com¬ 
plaint. I have read over said complaint and know 

its contents. Each and every statement made in said com¬ 
plaint is true as I verily believe. 

A. W. LAFFERTY. 

j 

Subscribed and sworn to before me this 5th day of De¬ 
cember, 1928. 

[notarial seal.] JANET W. I|AKE, 

Notary Public. 

Commission expires May 12, 1931. 

(Here follows diagram, marked page ;14.) 
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15 “Exhibit A.” 

Translation. 

Berlin, October 18, 1919. 

In the Matter of All Legal Proceedings and Presenta¬ 
tions in connection with Claims for Property, and claims, 
in the Lmited States of America, which were confiscated, 
impounded or sold through the office of the Alien Property 
Custodian, I herewith confer a Joint Power of Attorney 
upon the Lawyers Paul C. Schnitzler, 35 Nassau Street, 
New York, and Phelan Beale, of the Firm of Bouvier & 
Beale, 165 Broadway, New York, and confer upon them the 
power to otherwise appoint in their stead Attorneys who 
are to appear and represent me in the Courts, or out of the 
Courts, in behalf of my claims. 

I hereby agree to pay one per cent upon the values re¬ 
deemed for all the work and expenses in connection there¬ 
with. 

(Signed) ERNST FR. WEISSFLOG, Gera, 

Also Hereby Acting for Those Persons or 
Associations Whom 1 am Empoivered 
to Represent. 

Witnesses: 

GUSTAV WEISSFLOG, 

J. G. MEYER. 

(Here follows diagram, marked page 16.) 

17 “Exhibit B.” 

Translation. 

Ernst Fr. Weissflog. 

Gera Reuss, December 15, 1921. 

Mr. A. W. Lafferty, 

120 Broadway, 

New York City. 

Dear Sir : 

Received vour letter of November 25th and thank vou 
verv kindly for the information contained therein. 



Ich erhielt Ihre Zuschrift yon 25. Novbr. 

and danke Ihnen verbindlichst fttr die mir hierin! gemachten Aus- 

ftthrungen. - Wenn ich vorerst mich noch nicht dajzu venechliessen 

konnte, die ron Ihnen verlangte Vollmacht za erteilen; oo geachah 

ee lediglich aus dem Orunde, weil mir naoh Lage der Sache zunachst 

ioh 

noch ylwlerlei ungekliirt erschien und die Entwicklung der Hinge 
erst abwarten moss. Bs spielen hierbei Interne V^rgiinge eine we- 
sentliche Rolie. 

Ioh behalte mir jedoch tot, Ihnen meine Vollmacht in der voa Ihnen 
gewtinschten Form zu llbermitteln, wenn die erwhhn^en Bedenken ge- 
genstandslos geworden sind. 

Ich bitte doshalb, vorerst mei^ Biztschlies- 
8ting abzuwarten und zeichne 
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Herm 



A.W.Lafferty 


^y //■. rf//r///^ 

:/Sft/ 7 7/0. MW. 32. 


Now - York . • 
120.Broadway. 


Ich besthtige Ibnen den Bmpfong Ihrer Briefe 
von 20. und 21. Marz -and danke Ibnen verbindlichst fur Ihre Aus- 
fiihrungen.. Meine bisherige Stellnhgnnhne soil nicht etwa bedeuten, 
dose lob. nonnehr damn dehke, Ibnen die Vergiitung zu entziehen, 
die Ibnen nach Freigabe iaein.es Eigentuns zugesagt war, sondcrn es 
ist lediglicb die Uhmoglichkeit/ In Augenblick nich durcb irgend 
nelche weitergehende Zusicherung zu binden. 

Icb nOchte air Jedenfallc die Benertamg erlauben, dacs ich nach 
wie vor Ihre Benuhung-.n uberaus zu schhtzen yeiss, denen hervor- 
ragendc Bedeutung bei dcr Bearhoibung der ilaterie zakomrat, und 
ich vrerde nicbt un'lankbar genug cein, diese Ihre Beniihungen bei 
einer spSLteren Regelung zu unterschiitsen. 

Ich bitte dcshalb, air Ihre Inforaationen -such in Zukunft zukomuien 
zu lessen, damit ich uber den Gong der Angelogenheit in klaren bin. 



Cf. > 7 . 


1 Q 6a4~*S- ^Uy*V /k-c^c. /?. 



■'// r/f/'/ * tO. 



f'//, . s/sp/tfs // //"/'j/ 

.w,v,y VO. nr:. 53. 


Ich oeziehe nich 


teilungen wegcn des ne-ueingebrachteiu* 


n Freigabe des, 

beschlagnahnten Eigentuns bis zur Hofce /Jn 10. oodl Dollar. 

*71 e Ihnen bereits gelegentlich.Ihrer J&o sonheit in Berlin oitge- 

. ! 

teilt vruxde, besteht die Gesantsorrae des von nir jza forderaden 
beschlagttohnten Ei gen turns axis Bestfiadca von Personen, di$ air 
ihre Tertretung iibertragen naben. Nun ware e&n^jdrlich ein schwe- 
rer Kachteil, 7rerm auf die von nir an^meldOTO^uane nux 10.000 
Dollar freigdgcben rnirden. Es zmisste unbedingt dajnach gestrebt 
werden, dues ouch, die in neiner spkteren Oesant-Pjordexung enthal- 
tenon einzelnon cluins bei der Freigabe des Eigentuns bis zu. 

i 

10.000 Dollar boriichsichtigt wiirden. 

Urn die Vorbereitungen in diesem 2asannenhange ba2jdnoglichst tref-* 
fen zu. Itonnen, bitte ich un Ihre lachrioht, welche Maosnahnen mi 
ergreifen sind, in Sonderhoit, welclie Bescheinigungan und nota- 
riellen Ikte zu. vollziehen sind, urn die inneldung der einselnen 


■ 7trf **/*• rs* *4r.'t+ my m+t *•* '"A”*'*- 

4.: fa tJX+s nJ' 
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claiae fiir die Freigabe bis zu. 10.000 Dollar zu o^roichcn. 

Da di« Augelegenhoit eilt, bitte ichjun Ibre bald- 
aoglichste Bcnachrichtigoag und zeichne 


Hochochtungsvoll i 
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If I do not immediately give you my powjer of attor¬ 
ney it is because the situation is not as yet fully clear 
to me and I await further developments. Tlidre are some 
intimate matters in the case that are an important factor. 

My intention is to send you a power of attorney as you 
suggest when the matters above referred to are cleared up. 

I ask that you await my further advices. 


Very truly vours, 

(Signed) * ERNEST FK. WEISSFLOG. 


19 


(Here follows diagram, marked page 18.) 

I 

• | 

“Exhibit C.” ! 


Translation. 

I 

Ernst Fr. Weissflog. 

Gera Reuss, Aprjil 11, 1922. 

Mr. A. W. Laffertv, 

120 Broadway, I 

New York. 

Dear Sir: 

I acknowledge receipt of your favors of March 20th and 
21st and thank you very much for your comments. 

My position heretofore does not mean that I contemplate 
withdrawing the remuneration which T have promised you 
after the release of my property, but it is a mere impossi¬ 
bility to take any further definite steps here ait the present 
moment. 

I would like to say that I continue to appreciate your 
efforts, which are of great importance, and jl will not be 
ungrateful enough to underestimate your effprts in a later 
settlement. 

Therefore, I would appreciate it if you willj in the future 
also supply me with information on the subject. 

Very truly yours, 

(Signed) ‘ ERNST FR. WEISSFLOG. 

I 

I 

I 

i 

(Here follow diagrams, marked pages 20; and 21.) 
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22 “Exhibit D.” 

Translation. 

Ernst Fr. Weissflog. 

Gera Reuss, Aug. 17, 1922. 

Mr. A. W. Lafferty, 

120 Broadway, 

New York. 

Dear Sir : 

I refer to vour various communications with reference 
to the .Joint Resolution in regard to the release of the seized 
property up to $10,000. 

As I told you at the time, in Berlin, the aggregate sum 
of seized property which I have to claim is computed from 
possessions of persons who have instituted me to look after 
their affairs. It would be to great disadvantage if — the 
various sums which T shall have to claim, only $10,000 would 
he released. You would have to see to it that some claims 
contained in mv later total claim would be taken into con- 
sideration in the project of release. 

In order to he able to make the necessary preparations 
in this regard, please let me know what measures have to be 
taken, especially what documents and notarial acts are 
necessary, in order to make possible the application of the 
claims for the release up to $10,000. 

The affair being urgent, please reply by return mail. 
Very truly vours, 

(Signed) ‘ ' ERNST FR. WEISSFLOG. 

(Here follows diagram, marked page 23.) 

24 “Exhibit E.” 

Translation. 

Ernst Fr. Weissflog. 

Gera Reuss, September 15, 1922. 

Mr. A. W. Lafferty, 

120 Broadway, 

New York. 

De AR Sir : 

T received your letter of the first of August and will 
thank von if you will kindly let me know what formalities 


* 
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Laffer ty 


. /sv/ss/sy 


//Y/y 


7/0. :: k . 52. 


K e n|- York 
120 itojoad-./ay. 


Ich dankc Ihnen fur Ihro I Zeilen v:.'n 
30. August und v/ftre Ihnea: dualcbar, wenn Sie nisj* ao«h ctngeben 
r/olltcn, v/elche Pornalien za erfullen sind bcijder Ausstellunc 
< er Vollaachten, nit Iftickcicht daroaf, dass biiher die einselnen 
Pe racial ich!:ei ten durch nich in ihrer Gesanthci^ vertreten. ’.mrdoxL. 


Ho cha. 0 *: tug/ssvo 11 
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.- t#***~t*t .jarr*y x*t ✓/«■*/*//>/. 








13 


A. W. LAFFERTY VS. \V. ERNST MEYER ET AL.i 

! 

have to be considered when making out separate!powers of 
attorney, in view of the fact that up till now I jliave been 
acting for the different parties with one power ojf attorney. 
Very trulv vours, 

(Signed) * ‘ ERNST FR. WEISjSFLOG. 

Motion to Dismiss. j 

I 

Filed July 24, 1929. 

I 

I 

• I 

# # # # * # i * 


Now come.? Wilhelm Ernst Meyer, Rudolph Mejver, Maria 
Ottilie Ruekdescliel, Eugen Ruckdeschel, Maria j Eisenlohr, 
Ellen Pettenkoffer, Gertrude Weissflog, Leontine|Remy, and 
Freifrau von Puttkamer, parties defendant in thb above en¬ 
titled case, by their attorney, and appeajr specially 
25 and for the sole purpose of moving the Court to dis¬ 
miss the bill of complaint on the ground that this 
Court is without jurisdiction to hear and determine the 
above cause for the following reasons: 

1. It appears affirmatively from the bill of coniplaint that 
this Court does not have jurisdiction in equity fjor the rea¬ 
son that the plaintiff is seeking to recover an alleged debt 
against property vested in the Alien Property! Custodian 
under the terms of the Trading with the Enenjiy Act, ap¬ 
proved October 6, 1917, as amended, which aljleged debt, 
according to the averments of the bill of complaint did not 


become owing to and ovmed by the claimant until after Oc¬ 
tober 6, 1917. j 

2. That the plaintiff has not stated sufficient facts in his 
bill of complaint to entitle him to equitable rjelief under 
Section 9 of the Trading with the Enemy Act. j 

3. That this Court is without jurisdiction to grant the 
relief prayed for. 

4. This Court has no jurisdiction over the sjubject mat¬ 

ter of this suit and it has no jurisdiction over this cause of 
action. ! 

GEORGE S. WARD, 
Attorney for Defendants. 


i 
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Notice for Hearing of Motion to Dismiss. 

Filed July 24, 1929. 

###*##* 

Bright. Thompson. Henrieks & Warren, 

Southern Building, 

Washington, D. C.: 

Please take notice that the motion filed by Wilhelm 
2(> Ernst Meyer, Rudolph Meyer, Marie Ottilie Ruck- 
deschel, Eugen Ruekdeseliel, Maria Eisenlohr, Ellen 
Pettenkoffer, Gertrude Weissflog, Leontine Remy, and 
Freifrau von Puttkamer, defendants in the above entitled 
cause to dismiss the bill of complaint herein, will be on the 
calendar for a hearing on Thursday, August 1, 1929. 


Service upon us of a copy of the above notice acknowl¬ 
edged this — dav of Julv, 1929. 

BRIGHT, THOMPSON, HINRICHS & 
WARREN, 

Attorneys for Plaintiff. 

Order for Appearance Specially. 

Filed July 24, 1929. 


The Clerk of said Court will enter my appearance for 
defendants specially. 

! GEO. S. WARD, 

Attorney. 

Decree. 


Filed August 1, 1929. 


This cause comes on to be heard upon the bill of com¬ 
plaint and the motion to dismiss filed by the defendants 
Wilhelm Ernst Meyer, Rudolph Meyer, Marie Ottilie Ruck- 
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i 

deschel, Eugen Ruekdesehel, Maria Eiseijilohr, Ellen 
27 Pettenkoffer, Gertrude Weissflog, Leontine Remy, 
and Freifrau von Puttkamer, and after due con¬ 
sideration thereof it is bv the Court this 1st day of August 
1929: 

Adjudged, ordered and decreed that the bill of complaint 
be, and it is herebv, dismissed with costs. 

PEYTON GORDON, 

| Justice. 

From the foregoing decree the plaintiff, by lijis attorney, 
notes an appeal, in open Court, to the Court of! Appeals of 
the District of Columbia, and the maximum of an under¬ 
taking for costs is hereby fixed at $100.00 with leave to de¬ 
posit the sum of $50.00 in cash with the Clerk in }ieu thereof. 

PEYTON GORDON, 

Justice. 


Memorandum. 


August 10, 1929.—$50 deposited in lieu 


of Co 


st Bond. 


Assignment of Errors. 


Filed August 14, 1929. 

# # * # # # j • 

i 

The Court erred: 

(1) In granting the Motion to dismiss the I?ill of Com¬ 
plaint filed by Defendants Wilhelm Ernst Meybr, et ah; 

(2) In not denying the Motion to disnjiiss the Bill 
28 of Complaint filed by the Defendants Wilhelm Ernst 
Mever, et al. 

BRIGHT, THOMPSON, HENRICHS & 
WARREN, | 

Attorneys for the Plaintiff. 

I 

Service of a copy of the foregoing Assignmeitt of Errors 
is hereby acknowledged this 13 day of August, 1929. 

GEO. S. WARD, 

i 

Attorney for the Defendants, 

Wilhelm Ernst Meyer et al. 
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Designation of Record. 

Filed August 14, 1929. 

**##### 

Now comes A. W. Lafferty, the Appellant in the above 
entitled cause, and designates and directs the Clerk to print 
the parts of the record which he desires to have included in 
the transcript, said parts being considered sufficient for the 
determination of the questions raised on appeal, namely: 

(1) The Bill of Complaint of the Plaintiff herein and the 
exhibits thereto annexed filed December 5, 1928; 

(2) Motion to dismiss the Bill of Complaint on behalf of 
Defendants AVilhelm Ernst Meyer, et al., filed herein on 
July 24, 1929; 

(3) Notice arid acknowledgment of appearance of George 
S. Ward (specially) for Defendants tiled herein July 24, 
1929; 

(4) Decree dismissing Bill of Complaint as to said De¬ 
fendants Wilhelm Ernst Meyer, et al., and notice of appeal 
thereon filed herein on August 1, 1929; 

(5) Memorandum of deposit of cash in lieu of costs bond 
on appeal dated August 10, 1929; 

29 (6) Assignment of errors; 

(7) This designation. 

BRIGHT, THOMPSON, HINRICHS & 
WARREN, 

1 Attorneys for the Plaintiff. 

Service of a copy of the foregoing Designation of Record 
is herebv acknowledged this 13 dav of August, 1929. 

GEO. S. WARD, 

Attorney for Defendants, 
Wilhelm Ernst Meyer et al. 

30 Supreme Court of the District of Columbia. 

United States of America, 

District of Columbia, ss: 

I, Frank E. Cunningham, Clerk of the Supreme Court of 
the District of Columbia, hereby certify the foregoing pages 


j 

I 

i 

i 
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numbered from 1 to 29, both inclusive, to be a trhe and cor¬ 
rect transcript of the record, according to directions of 
counsel herein filed, copy of which is made part of this 
transcript, in cause No. 49141 in Equity, wherein A. W. 
Lafferty is Plaintiff and Wilhelm Ernst Meyer, et al. are 
Defendants, as the same remains upon the files and of 
record in said Court. 

In testimony whereof I hereunto subscribe my name and 
affix the seal of said Court, at the City of Washington, in 
said District, this 15th day of October, 1929. 

[Seal Supreme Court of the District of Columbia.] 

FRANK E. CUNNINGHAM, 

j Clerk. 

Endorsed on cover: District of Columbia Supteme Court. 
No. 5069. A. W. Lafferty, appellant, vs. Wilhelm Ernst 
Meyer, Rudolph Meyer, Marie Ottilie Ruckde$chel, et al. 
Court of Appeals, District of Columbia. Filed Oct. 16, 
1929. Henry W. Hodges, Clerk. 
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